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ADVERTISEMENT. 

In preparing the following pages for the press, 
the publishers have endeavored to keep two impor- 
tant objects in view. The first, that the pamphlet 
should not attain a greater size than seemed ab- 
solutely necessary to render perspicuous the princi- 
pal points in the controversy, that might be of gen- 
eral interest ; the other, that they would not insert 
any thing of a personal nature that was not neces- 
sary to fully establish the main points in which the 
parties were at issue. To secure the first object, 
was no small task; for the facts of the case, with 
the relevant arguments and comments, are sufficient 
to make a moderate-sized volume. How they have 
executed the latter, the public must judge. 

PrQvidencCf July^ 1832. 



THE RESULT, &c. 



At thir interesting day, when the enemies of truth are making 
mighty efforts to bring into reproach the great doctrines of re- 
ligion, it is most obvious that any thing of a controversial na- 
ture, among the professed friends of Christ, should be published 
to the world with caution, and only for the most urgent rea- 
sons. iThe ijidiriduals who have considered it their duty to 
make the particulars of this unhappy controversy public, are 
fully aware that any statements made by aggrieved members 
of a Church, where the peculiar doctrines of the Gospel are 
professed, and supposed to be taught and enforced with much 
success, will be received with great caution by those who 
mourn over the desolation of Zion. Still they could bow to 
no usurped supremacy. They hold that the '£ible is the only 
rule of faith and practice, and that every man has a right to 
study the scriptures, and judge of their meaning for himself. 

That those who are not made acquainted with the deplorable 
controversy, which has been the source of deep affliction to 
the parties immediately concerned, and of reproach to the 
Christian community, may readily understand the various 
points in the case, and at once perceive the relevancy of the 
facts developed, they present a sort of preliminary history. 

Some eighty or ninety years since, a little band of converts, 
from different denominations of Christians, — Episcopalians, 
Presbyterians and Baptists, — who were inclined to adopt the 
Congregational platform of association, united together upon 
the broad ground of evangelical charity. To secure the greater 
good, they reciprocally surrendered unessential matters, and 
unanimously immolated their sectarian peculiarities, upon the 
altar of a pure and heavenly zeal. Thus they became an or- 
thodox Congregational Church, toithout a test, in relation ei- 
ther to the mode or subjects of baptism. 

That these liberal principles have prevailed, is most evident 



from the fact, that the moat aged memhcrs of t^e Church, not 
believiDg in th« ordinance of inftint baptism, have merer been 
disturbed in consequence of their conscientious scruples on this 
subject; till Mr. Waterman, on the third of August last, intro- 
duced a series of measures, which led to the excommunication 
of two members for non-compliance with this ordinance.*^— 
Those measures were of such a decided character, that Mr. 
Samuel Billings felt called upon to express dissent from what 
is now the practice of the Church. A sharp controversy en- 
sued, between the Pastor, one of the Deacons, and Mr. Bil- 
lings. It was evidently the Pastor's intention to establish a 
new test of membership.t The subject was, however, post- 
poned to the monthly meeting in September. 

*Here is Mr. Waterman's account of the matter, as on record: — 

*^ A desire having been expressed to the Pastof for admission to the 

Church, on condition that the person expres^sing this desire have the liberty 

of dissenting from our belief in relation to the subjects of baptism, as ex- 

^ pressed in our 15th article, and said desire being viewed by the Pastor as 

contrary to the covenant obl^ations, was referred to the Church." 

Here, then, we have the testimony of Mr. Wateftnan himself, implying 
most cogently that he knew of no Title of the Church by which he could re- 
fuse to admit a person to membership, on the ground of non-compliance 
with the ordinauce of infant baptism. This liberty was claimed by an in- 
dividual wishing to unite with the Church. Mr. W. views it ^* as contrary 
to the covenant obligations," and submits the question to the Church. Mr. 
W. now calls upon the Church to declare, by a vote^ whether they will, or 
will not, support their articles of faithl This being agreed to, without dis- 
sent, he next proposes the ordinance of infant baptism^ and calls for a vote 
of compliance with this, ''as expressed in the 15th article." One member 
dissents. It is now gratuitously assumed that the covenant requires this, 
and the question comes up, wnether the Church wjII enforce compliance 
with this ordinance, or continue under a broken covenant — and the Church 
follow, step by btepi as they are led, till they are involved in difficulties in^ 
extricable. Afler this manner they reasoned: To exclude a member from 
the Church while we believe him a Christian, seems hard; but he is bound 
by the covenant to do this thing, and it is breach of covenant not to do it.— 
It is true that he thinks it would Ise wicked for him to do it, because he 
considers it unscriptura); and as he views the subject, it would be wicked. 
But what is that to us? He must comply with his covenant obligations, or 
be excommunicated. But how does it appear that the covenant makes this 
ordinance obligatory? Why, the covenant refers to the articles; of course, 
they form a part of the covenant. While the 15th article remains, there- 
fore, every member must be bound by his covenant to comply with this 
ordinance. 

We see here how easy a thing it is, by little and little, to bring about a 

freat matter! This was the mode of reasoning by which the Richmond- 
treet Church were led along, till they were prepared to enact measures 
that have brought reproach upon the Christian name, which neither they 
nor their children can effectually wipe away. < 

t ''If others assert exclusive rights, or setup exclusive terms of commun- 
ion unchurching all who do not exactly agree with them in outward forms 
and ceremonies, imitate them not. All such exclusive claims are^wrong in 
themselves, and cannot fail, in the end, to injure the denomination that as- 
serts them." — Hawes' Trib, to the Mem. of the PUgTims^p, 205. 



The 13th of Septemher, at the instance of the Pastor, the 
article on baptism came up for discussion. It now distinetlj 
appeared that (he Church were dirided. Some contended 
that the covenant did not bind any one against his conscientieua 
scruples, to offer his infant children in baptism; others, that 
there was no alternative but to enforce compliance with the 
15th article, or erase it from the constitution of the Church, 
as the covenant and articles were now termed. A motion was 
made and passed, that the subject be again postponed for one 
month. Nothing further took place, before the Church, con- 
cerning this matter, till the 9th of December, when it assumed 
a tangible form, in the shape of charges against Mr. Billings, 
and a resolution to excommunicate him, presented by Mr. Al- 
bert Pabodie. This was the first notice that Mr. B. had, that 
any specific charges regularly existed against him. They were 
severally denied, except what related to infant baptism; and 
he denied any breach of covenant in relation to that. Never- 
theless, the Church adopted the charges, and passed the reso- 
lution! 

That a body of men, admitting that they were not infallible, 
should, under the full blaze of Gospel light, pursue such a 
course, was to us most astounding. We felt compelled to rid 
ourselves of the responsibility which might be attached to us, 
if it was understood that the decision of the Church was unan- 
imous. We did not yet despair that the Church might be saved 
from the reproach that seemed inevitable, from persistence in 
such a course. 

Therefore, on the 10th of January, we expressed dissent, 
and moved a review of the case, iq and by the church. This 
being rejected, we afterwards offered a request that the case be 
submitted to a Mutual Council. This also was rejected. 

On the 9th of March, Mr. Joseph Yates appeared before 
the Church, and read a defence to certain charges, which had 
been preferred against him on the 14th of February, by Mr. 
Albert Pabodie. After which, the church proceeded to adjudge 
him guilty, and passed a resolution to excommunicate him. 
' As the case of Mr. Yates involves no principle or measure, 
materially different from that of Mr. B. we deem it unnecessary 
to enter into details. Finally, perceiving that our rights in the 
Church were disregarded, we requested on the 10th of April, 
letters of dismission and recommendation, and afterwards con- 
voked an Ex-Parte Council. 
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It may be proper to notice, that though this was an Ex-Parte 
Council, the Pastor of the Richmond-Street Church appeared, 
and offered to read to the'Council, what he termed a summary 
of the proceedings of the Church in relation to this matter, on 
condition that he should not be interrogated! This being grant- 
ed, he read a manuscript of nearly forty pages, that may properly 
be styled a defence. A copy of this document was submitted to 
the inspection of the Council, and forms a part of the case. It 
will be seen, therefore, that although the Church refused to be- 
come formally a party to the investigation, they were willing 
in this way to furnish a full and complete defence, so far as in 
their power; and thus virtually became a party; at the same 
time, by the condition above named, they effectually avoided 
the necessity of furnishing any evidence that might benefit the 
aggrieved. We are willing that the critical reader should draw 
his own conclusions, with respect to the motives that induced 
such a course. 

It being declared as the opinion of the Council, that the ag- 
grieved members were entitled to the records of the Church, a 
formal request was made, of the Pastor, that he would loan them 
for the use of the Council. But nothing more could be obtain- 
ed, than the document above named. 

As we quote at some length from James* Church Member's 
Guide^ we would remark that this wOrk as authority in matters 
of discipline, has been highly recommended by Mr. Waterman. 

That we need not swell this pamphlet to an immoderate size 
we introduce but a part of the written testimony that was sub- 
mitted to the Council. 

CASE OF MR. YATES. 

The following was presented to the Church on the I4th of 
February. 

»* The charges which I have to make against brother Yates, is. a 
breach of his covenant obligations, viz. 

1. He denies that our covenant binds individual members to the 
belief and practice of the articles which constitute the profession of 
our faith. 

2. He denies the validity of the ordinance of Infant Baptism, as 
expressed in the 15th Article of our faith. 

3. He has, and does still refuse to conform to the practice of this 
Church in regard to this ordinance. 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 

ALBERT PABODIE. 



On the 9th of March they were adopted as prored, aod a 
reaelution passed that Mr. Yates be expelled. Some time in 
April the following was handed Mr. Yates, 

At a meeting of the Richidond-Street Congregational Churchj held 
on Friday evening, the 9th of March, by regular appointment, Mr. 
Joseph Yates read a communication in answer to the letter of admo- 
nition addressed to him, in which he denied the charges proved against 
Idm— protested against the proceedings of the Church, and urged that 
a final decision of the case be made. 

Whereupon, it was moved and seconded, that whereas Mr. Joseph 
Yates denies that our covenant obKgations bind individual members to 
the belief and practice of our articles of faith: and whereas he denies 
the validity of Infant Baptism, expressed in the 15th Article, and re- 
fuses, contrary to his m>ost solemn covenant obligations, to receive and 
maintain the Jaith and practice of this church; and whereas, instead of 
having voluntarily signified his dissent from our covenant obligations, 
as containing what, in his view is contrary to the word of God, and as 
imposing upon him what as performed would be a heinous sin against 
God. And whereas, instead of requesting* a dismission from us, he 
has endeavored to justify himself in his offence — to disturb the peace 
of the Church, and to create divisions — and whereas a continued 
course of prayerful aud brotherly dealing has tended only to lead him 
boldly and unqualifiedly to deny the charges proved against him — and 
to protest against and m^ke light of the discipline of the Church, and 
to urge a decision of his case: Therefore, Resolved, That regard to 
the purity, order, discipline and peace of the Church, and to our own 
m>ost solemn covenant obligations^ requires that the relation which has 
subsisted between Mr. Joseph Yates and this Church be and that it is 
hereby dissolved. 

The above Resolution was adopted by regular vote of the Church. 
According to said vote, therefore, the relation between Mr. Joseph 
Yates and this Church is dissolved. 

Attest — as a copy from the Records of the Richmond-street Con- 
gregational Church, 

THOMAS T. WATERMA>f, Pastor and Clerk. 

Providence, April 10th, 1832. 

To Mr. Joseph Yates. 

By comparing this document with the charges preferred 
against Mr. Yates by Mr. Pabodie, it will be seen that the 
charges are all comprehended in the two hrst judgments. That 
the three latter judgments are composed of materials, which 
were made known to the Church, and to Mr.' Yates for the 
first time on the 11th of March, when the excommunication 
was read in public !! 

One of these weighty judgments is grounded upon the sin of 
Mr. Yates, in not ** voluntarily signifying his dissent from our 
covenant obligations, as containing what in bis view is contrary 
to the word of God." How awfully aggravated was this of- 
fence ! Mr. Yates did not complain that the covenant contain- 
ed obligations contrary to the word of God ! And for this sim- 
ple reason—that he never believed it contained such an obli* 
gation. 
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Another heinous sin committed by Mr. Yates was— -that he 
did not request a dismission* from the Church but endearored 
to justify himself in his offence. What offencel Why the of- 
fence specified in the preceding section] He is charged not on. 
ly with the sin of not dissenting, but the sii\^of not mthdrawing 
from the Church — and what seems the climax of iniquity — he 
attempted to justify himself! After all, he is found guilty, be- 
cause he did dissent, and disturb the peace of the Church! He 
is also adjudged to have committed the sin of denying the sins 
laid to his charge ! Unfortunate man! The privilege of plead- 
ing not guilty was never, in this land of liberty and lawsj denied 
to the vilest malefactor, when brought to (he bar of j«5f tee. 
But here, the protestation of innocence is made a sin ! 

REQUEST FOR A MUTUAL COUNCIL. 
We, the undersigned, members of the Richmond-street Congrega- 
tional church ; fearing that the measures adopted by the Church in the 
expulsion of brother Samuel Billings, have not been in all respects 
agreeable to the discipline established by the Great Head of the Church; 
and believing that the interests of religion and truth would be promot- 
ed by a review of the case, request, that the subject be submitted to a 
Council to be mutually chosen by the Church and brother Billings. 
Though we deeply deplore the occasion and circumstances which com- 
pel us to make this request, yet we more deeply deplore the appear- 
ance of anything that may leave an imputation on the Church. 
WILLIAM EDDY, J. WELDON, 

GEORGE A. ROGERS, JOSEPH YATES, 
GEORGE RICHARDS, SAM'L ASHLEY, jun. 
Providence, Jan, 7, 1832. 

The subscriber, for himself, desires that a Council may investigate 
the difficulties, so far as he is concerned. 

SAMUEL BILLINGS. 

The foregoing request which was lodged with the Pastor the 
13th of January, was laid before the Church, on the 9th of March, 
when the following resolution, and very exceptionable preamble, 
was adopted. 

Whereas this Church is founded upon the principle, that every body 
of professed Christians have the right to unite and bind themselves, by 
a profession of faith and mutual covenant, to receive the doctrines, ob- 
serve the ordinances, and maintain the worship of God, as they he- 
lieve them enjoined in the Bible: — And whereas we believe that such a 
body has a right, independent of any other body, to adopt and maintain 
laws for their internal regulation, as they may deem best promotive of 
their own spirituality and of the glory of God: — And whereas the act of 
being connected with us, as such a body, is entirely voluntary, and is, 
when assumed, a solemn and unqualified pledge given us, to receive the 

*In roference to the charge of not asking a dismission, we quote the follow- 
ing from James on discipline — page 160. " No member should be allowed to 
resign in order to avoid expulsion. If ho has done anything worthy of cen- 
sure or separation, he should not be allowed to retire with his conduct un- 
noticed." 



doctrines we receive, and to observt thi ordinances toe obferoe: — And 
whereas we feel ouraehee bound to exercise discipline for the mainte- 
nance of our faith, order and peace, and this upon our own reeponsi' 
bility, and in the fear of God: — And whereas a continued course of 
deaiing for four months, with the individual expelled for solemn 
breaches of covenant obligations, alleged and proved against him, had 
no effect in leading him to confess and renounce his sentiments and 
conduct, whereby the feelings of the brethren were deeply wounded, 
and the peace of tfie Church threatened and disturbed, (he wishing and 
urging the Church to come to a decision:) — And whereas since his ex- 
pulsion, he has, instead of complying with our rules of discipline, by 
repenting and confessing his sins, continued in justifying himself and 
condemning the Church: — And whereas every brother had, during the 
course of dealing, Jull opportunity of becoming acquainted with the 
particulars of the case, as well as of adopting and pursuing any course 
of dealing in private and before the Church he deemed obligatory or 
expedient: — And whereas the principle of dissent and appeal by the 
few, from the decision of the many, in a Church, on questions of disci*' 
pline designed to prevent wUJul and gross violations of covenant obli- 
gations, is inconsistent with, and unauthorized by, our rules of disci- 
pline, and with the rules given by the great Head of the Church:— 
And whereas such dissent has proved itself in many lamentable in- 
stances, to be of dangerous tendency, as calculated to nullify the 
right and destroy the power of discipline, as instituted by Christ to save 
the Church from divisions and strife: — And whereas the Church have 
acted prayerfully and advisedly, and as the circumstances of the case 
and the duty they owed to themselves, to the individual offender, and 
to God, in their most solemn judgment required: — 

Therefore, resolved. That brothers Eddy, Rogers, Richards, Wel- 
don and Ashley, be'most affectionately exhorted to consider the na- 
ture and tendency of their dissent from our decision as a Church, and 
to withdraw their request, as inconsistent with their covenant obliga- 
tions to support the Church in its acts of discipline, and as improper 
for the Church to grant. [Copy-] 

Attest, T. T. WATERMAN, Past, if Clk. R. 8, C. C. 

It will not be expiscted that we, in this place, notice every 
objectionable matter contained in this extraordinary document. 
Our limits will permit only a few brief remarks, on those parts 
in which we are immediately concerned. 

In the third item of this catalogue of Church axioms it is said 
that the act of becoming a member is " a solemn and unqualified 
pledge giren us to receive the doctrines we receive, and to oh* 
serve the ordinances we ohserve,^^ The first inquiry here is— 
what constituted the ordinance of baptism, as expressed in the 
15th Article, at the time when Mr. Billings united with the 
church ? We have already shown that originally the practice of the 
Church was to leave the ordinance of infant baptism optional. So 
it was when Mr. Billings became a member — and so it contin- 
ued till the Church decided, in the act of excommunicating Mr. 
Billings, that this was to be regarded as obligatory. We have 
quoted Mr. Waterman's own words, in a note to the pre" 



10 

liminarj historj which eitablishes the fact that he so understood 
it on the 3d of August last^ when he submitted the question to 
the Church. 

In the fifth item it is asserted that there was " a continued 
course of dealing for fout months with the individual expelled." 
This is mere assumption. There was no proof of the fact of- 
fered, at the time of his excommunication. Proof was repeat- 
edlj called for; the Moderator replied, '' the facts are known 
to the Church — no proof is necessary." At the close of the 
same item are these words, **he wishing and urging the Church 
to come to a decision." We insert this merely for the purpose 
of askiug Mr. Waterman, when Mr. B. expressed to the Church a 
wish that they would come to a decision? It was not more than 
two hours from the time the charges were presented to the 
Church, that the vote of excommunication took place. Surely 
he must have been very unreasonable to urge greater dispatch! 
In the 8th item, we see in bold reliefer. Waterman's notions of 
Church polity. He there asserts that the principle of dissent 
and appeal by the few from the decision of the many is not on- 
ly inconsistent with the rules of discipline of that Church, but 
with the ruks given by the Great Head of the Church.* Here 
is an unequivocal declaration that a minority has no rights. We 
make no comment here; but leave the subject to abler hands. 

On the lOth of April, we presented the following, as contain- 
ing a summary of our reasons for withdrawing from the church. 
The Pastor decided that it was inadmissible for this to be read 
to the Church, because it had not been previously submitted to 
his inspection; and that we had no right to offer reasons, unless 
called for by the Church. The request ^'i however, was read. It 
was objected by the Pastor, that if granted with the word Coun- 
cil would be well, if in every case tlie Church could be unanimottSj but 
this is more than can be looked for. It should certainly be sought for in the 
use of all proper means. The majority should exercise peculiar /orftearance 
and affection towards those who are opposed to them, carefully avoiding to 
impute their objections to any improper motives ; listening to their state- 
ments with patience ; treating them with candor; reasoning with them in 
the spirit of love ; and giving them time to have their difficulties removed. — 
The nappiest results have been oflen the issue of such kind and Christian 
conduct. If however, instead of this, the dissentients are treated with harsh- 
ness and intolerance; if their opposition be attributed to a factious and cav* 
illing temper; if they are regarded with contempt, as a despicable minority, 
of which no notice should be taken ; and are left immediately to themselves, 
without any conciliatory measures being taken, while the majority proceeds 
immediately to decide, a schism is sure to be the consequence, as mischievous 
to the Church as it is disgraceful to religion.*' 

James* Church Member's Guide — Pag* 171. 

tThe last sentence •nly in tht document. 
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cil, EB there used, it would be an admission that Councils are 
authorized bodies. He further objected, that the word Congre- 
gah'oual, as there used, would be an admission that the Rich- 
mond-St. Church is not a Congregational Church. By consent, 
the request was so amended as to read as follows: '^ We ask of the 
Church letters of dismission, and recommendation to some other 
Congregational Church or Churches, or to be formed into an- 
other Congregational Church, as shall be judged expedient." 
In this form it was granted. 

To the Richmond- Street Congregational Church. 

Brethren — The proceedings of the Church in the expulsion of 
Messrs. Billings and Yates, and matters incidental to said cases, haye 
developed principles and feelings, on the part of the Church, ^hich 
we deem incompatible with our individual rights, and by which we 
feel greatly aggrieved. 

We have no desire, here or elsewhere, to impute improper motives 
to the Church. We would charitably hope they have intended no 
wrong; but the consequences involved in said proceedings, are, to us, 
of deep and vital importance. 

As Congregationalists, we believe, that " although Churches origi- 
nally possess in themselves a constituting and preserving power, and 
are all on equal footing, they are nevertheless not independent; but 
sustain a mutual relationship and interest,, and are bound to watch over 
each other; to take notice, in love and faithfulness, of the troubles 
and difficulties, errors and scandals, with which any sister church mar 
be afflicted; to seek and accept help from, and give help unto, each 
other, in case of divisions and contentions, whereby the peace of any 
Church is disturbed.'' TVe believe, " that when a controversy subsists 
between a Church and any of its members,' there is a proper occasion 
for seeking advice by council from sister Churches; *' nor is the Church 
at liberty to refuse this, when requested thereto by aggrieved mem- 
bers; but that such refusal would be cause of just offence, both to the 
Lord Jesus and to other churches, as betraying too much want of 
mercy and faithfulness, not to seek to bind up the breaches and 
wounds of the Church and brethren.'' We believe, that " God 
alone is Lord of the conscience and hath left it free from the doctrines 
and commandments of men; that to require an implicit faith, and an ab^ 
solute and blind obedience, is to destroy liberty of conscience, and rea- 
son also.'' ^' His ajundamental Congregational principle yXh&t the Bible 
and a man's conscience are his ultimate law.*' We believe, that ** it 
is just cause of removal from a Church, when a person cannot remain 
in it without sin: as sin is the violation of our obligations to God, 
which are paramount to all obligations, which partake so much of a 
merely conventional nature as Church covenants. An obligation, which 
binds us to 2^ particular church, is necessarily dissolved when it con- 
travenes that higher obligation which binds us to our Creator." 

These principles are explicitly asserted in the constitution of Con- 
gregational churches; " an edifice erected with great labor, sanctified 
by prayer, and now rendered venerable by age;" which having re- 
ceived the approbation of the Churches of New-England, for nearly 
two hundred years, is not to be lightly esteemed, much less wanton- 
ly ABANDONED." When we see this Constitution rejected, and its 
authority disregarded, we are admonished that it becomes us, as in 
the days of Jeremiah, " To stand in the way, and see, and ask for the 
old paths, where is the good way, and walk therein, that we may find 
rest to our souls." 
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The recent meaturef adopted by thii Church, eipecially their claim- 
ing to be Independent, in a new vadpeadiar aense, we consider as a 
virtual denial of those principles, and an abandonment of Congrega- 
Uonalum as it has been, and still is held by the Churches of New- 
Endand.* 

A BRiEP 9umMary of our grievances are — 

1st. The unscriptural, and to us, till then unheard of course of dis- 
cipline, and final expulsion of Mr. Samuel fiillings.} 

52d.|i The refusal to consider a regular motion to review said case, 
with the attending circumstances. 

*That this Church has been Congreffational, in the proper sense of that 
term, prior to the administration of Mr. Waterman, there can be no doubt. 
In the various contentions that have occurred, they hare resorted to Coun- 
cils for advice, particularly in Deacon Cady's controversy with Mr. Preston. 
But it may be asked, are not Concregational Churches independiUf In a 
certain sense thev are; but not to that unlimited extent that annihilates all 
responsibility. In the Rateo Disciplinie it is said: *' Their platform does ex- 
pressly disclaim the name of Independent." And again: ^' The Churches 
of New-England are nominally and professedly Congregational. They do 
not apbrove the name of Independent, and are abhorrent from such princi- 
ples of independency, as would keep them from giving an account of their 
matters to tneir brethren of neighboring societies, regularly demanding it 
of them." 

'' Such is the truly liberal and catholic spirit which characterizes the 
principles of Congregationalism, that if the millenium were to come to- 
morrow, there would be no need of modifying or changing any one of those 
principles. It sets up no exclusive terms of communion; it insists upon no 
outward forms or unessential rites as conditions of Christian fellowship. — 
It receives eM whom there is evidence to believe Christ has received." — 
Hawts* tribute to the memory of the PilgrimSf p. 87, 88. 

tThat it was unscriptural, is evident from the fact, that, on the eveninfl^ 
of the expulsion of Mr. Billings, several charges were preferred against him, 
and made the ground of his excommunication, i/;AiV:AAa<2 not been previous* 
ly named to him, and there was no proof offered of heresy, or of any scan- 
dalous offence. 

p. 156. *'The sentence of excommunication should never be proceeded to 
by the Church, but with the greatest caution and seriousness, it should be 
accompanied with sorrowful and humble confession of the delinquent's sin, 
and earnest prayer that it may have a suitable effect upon his mind and the 
minds of others; it should be done in the name of the Lord Jesus, and not 
as an act of the Church's own authority." p. 157. "In one sense, the 
Church now judges for Christ, and wo to ihem who dare to pronounce this 
sentence, without being persuaded, on good grounds , that it is the sentence 
of Christ himself. It is the echo of his awful voice, saying even now to the 
offender, Depart from my house!" p. 142. " Every act of Church govern- 
ment must be an explicit acknowledgment of ihe authority of Jesus, as King 
in Zion, and ^m act of obedience to his laws. Let it once be admitted that 
a Church of Christ has a right of legislating beyond what is written in the 
New Testament, and there is no such thing as limiting the exercise of this 
right, until the authority of Christ is superceded, and his Church is con- 
verted into a mere secular institution." — James' Church Member's Guide. 

IIAt a Church meeting soon after the expulsion of Mr. B. the Paster 
stated, that reports were in extensive circulation that the Church was di- 
vided on the subject of discipline, and an impression was made that it could 
not be sustained— that he was not aware of such difision; yet if ii had ex- 
istence, it was important for him to know it. He urged any one who might 
dissent from the decision of the Church, to make it known. At the nionth- 




auvvvi>»« jfany , „ - - , 

iuas of tha Church in the expulsion of Mr. B. had not been in accordance 
wif«- ths diraction given by the great Head of the Church. Yet if, on a re- 
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3d. The not presenting to the Church in due time, a request to call 
a mutual Council on the case of Mr. Billings, made by six brethren of 
the Church, in regular and equal standing, which was lodged with the 
Pastor on the 13th of January, and was not laid before the Church 
till the 9th of March. 

4th. The rejection of said request to call a Council, to hear and 
advise on the case of Mr. Billings. 

5th. The refusal to bear the reasons of the aggrieved, for calling a 
mutual Council, unless submitted in writini;. 

6th.§ That we were forbidden to read the rules and precedents of 
Congregational Churches applicable to the case under consideration. 

7th.ir The peculiar treatment brethren have received, when they 
have attempted to avail themselves of their just rights, by respectfully 
submitting to the Church, their views of the matters in controversy; 
and the very peculiar treatment they have experienced at other times. 

view of the case, it should appear that the proceedings had been regulnr 
and scriptural, he stood pledged to be satisfied, and would Jend his feeble 
aid to maintain wholesome discipline; if otherwise, restitution ought to be 
made to the iiijured party. The brother who seconded the motion, re- 
marked, that he had seen the vote of expulsion and the preamble to it, and 
could not believe many of the things therein set forth; — that if they were 
true, Mr. B. ought to be expelled, unless he manifested deep contrition.—' 
He stated that he had in his possession a paper, signed by Mr. B. in the 
form of a protest. It was moved that the paper be read, and he was pro- 
ceeding to read it. The Pastor then arose and peremptorily declared, that 
if the Church should consent to review the case, they must put some other 
one in the chair, for in that event he would not act as moderator; that the 
beginning of strife was like the letting out of water. A motion was imme- 
diately made, that the meeting be dissolved, which was submitted to the 
Church and adopted, without deliberation. 

The brethren who moved and seconded the motion for a review of the 
case, called on the Pastor the next day, and complained that the treatment 
received from him as moderator, on the preceding evening, was highly im- 
proper, and they considered themselves greatly injured. He manifested no 
disposition to give them satisfaction, but, on the contrary, accused them of 
coming in the character of spies, and refused them liberty to inspect the 
recordsi 

Pause, reader, for a moment, and look at this affair. A motion is made 
and seconded, to institute an investigation, of vital importance to the indi- 
vidual whose Christian privileges had been wrested from him at the in- 
stance of the Pastor of the Richmond-Street Church — according to the 
judgment of the Council, without cause — and the Pastor rises up in a veAe- 
ment and authoritative manner, and declares that he will not sit as modera- 
tor if the Church proceed. We ask, if this is evidence of that meekness 
that becomes a Minister of the Gospel of Christ? How far the polity of a 
Church should depend on the will of the Pastor, is a question of considera- 
ble importance. 

§ " It is readily admitted, that the unscriplural, and therefore usurped 
domination of the priesthood, is the root whence arose the whole system of 

Eapal tyranny; which, springing up like a poison-tree in the garden of the 
lOrd, withered by its shadow, and blighted by its influence, almost every 
plant and flower of genuine Christianity. It is matter of no regret, there- 
fore, nor of surprise, if a ceaseless jealousy should be maintained by those 
who understand the privileges of religious liberty, against the encroacbmentft 
of pastoral authority. Priestly dominion as it appears in the Vatican, is the 
most detestable, and the most mischievous of all tyranny; but when it ap- 
pears in the pastor of an independent church, divested at once of the ele- 
ments of power and the trappings of majesty, the mere mimicry of authority f 
it is rather ridiculous than alarming, and bears no nearer resemblance to its 
prototype at Rome, than the little croaking, hopping animal of the pond 
did to the ox of the field, which his pride led him to emulate till he burst.*' 
-^ James* Church Members Guide, p- 50. 

Hit bf hig iechred by Deacon Cady (hat it was as clear as the light of the 
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8th. Inasmuch, as it is the admitted privilege of any aggrieved metn- 
l)er of a Congregational Church, respectfully to present to the Church 
his grievances, and to ask for redress according to usage; it vras with 
amazement, that we learned that any brother of this Church should 
deliberately task himself to prepare, and actually did prepare, and did 
present to the Church, a resolution censuring us by name, impugning 
our motives, and traducing our characters, because that we, in the 
most respectful and tender manner, asked tlie Church to have the case 
of Mr. Billings reviey^ed by the fathers and brethren of sister churches. 
Thus, to turn about, and make him who complains the offender, is a 
species of equivocation unbecoming the Christian character. It was 
no mitigation to our feelings to see with what readiness the Church 
voted us this cruel censure. 

9th. That an officer* of this Church spoke of the conduct of Mr. 
Yates as reprehensible in the highest degree, because " he thought to 
SQUARE HIS COURSE BT THE BiBi.E, rather than the articles of this 
Church;'' and this sentiment was not disallowed by a majority of the 
Church. 

10th. The expulsion of Mr. Joseph Yates; and the rejection of his 
request to submit the controversy between him and the Church, to the 
advisement of a mutual Council. 

We protest against the above mentioned proceedings, because we 
believe them, not only unauthorized by Christ, but diametrically op- 
posed to the spirit and genius of the Gospel; and especially unbecom- 
ing the descendants of the Pilgrims in the nineteenth century. 

We refer you to the following pertinent texts of scripture: 

noon-day sun that the covenant binds to the belief of the articles, Mr. Wei* 
don requested him to point to that part of tiie covenant which binds any one 
to believe aught but ** the pure doctrines of the Gospel, as they are taught 
in the Holy Scriptures." The Pastor interfered, by inquiring of Mr. Wel- 
don, *' Did you not, before you united with this Church, call on mo to learn 
what the covenant obligations were, because you considered them so sol- 
emnly binding^'* This, taken in connexion with the attending circum- 
stances, was considered equivalent to a charge of do\vnri<;ht hypocrisy. — 
Mr. Weldon offered to leply, but was authoritatively silenced by the Pastor. 
The facts were these. For special reasons, Mr. Weldon, previous to uniting 
with the Richmond-St. Church, solicited and obtained an interview with Mr. 
Waterman, to learn whether a literal or liberal construction of the covenant 
and articles of the Church prevailed. Paiticulai exceptions were taken to 
certain phrases found in the second and sixth articles of discipline. Mr. 
Waterman remarked, that when he first read the covenant and articles, he 
noticed the same exceptionable things, but did nut view the difficulty as in- 
surmountable, for he considered that it was not to be expected that any form 
of words, the production of uninspired men, expressive of doctrinal belief or 
religious duty, could be adapted to express precisely the views and feelings 
of others, placed in different circumstances and under different influences;-' 
he came to the conclusion that a catholic or liberal construction of such in- 
struments must obtain, as a matter of course. Therefore he waved his ob- 
jections, and thought, by a similar course of rcasonint;, Mr. Weldon might 
do the same, and unite with this Church without difficulty. Mr. Weldon 
assured him, that he was entirely satisfied. The result of this very friendly 
interview had been freely communicated to several of the members, before 
Mr. Weldon was arraigned as above. As Mr. Waterman and Mr. Weldon 
are apparently at issue in point of fact, it may be proper to state, that Mr. 
Weldon is prepared to prove the correctness of this statement by Mr. Wa- 
terman's aamissions. 
^ Numerous other instances of very peculiar treatment might be here re- 
cited, but it is deemed unnecessary to particularize fuither. Those who 
have witnessed the examination of candidates for admission into the Church, 
and have noticed how Mr. W. has made them pass censure upon the ag- 
grieved brethren, can bear testimony to one other instance at least, of the 
very peculiar treatment they have received. 
* ** In the transactions of church buiinesS| the Deacons should exert ne 
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On forgiveness — Matth. xviii. 94, 35. 

On kindness, charity, and forbearance — Luke vi. 3(J, 37; Rom. xir. 
Gal. F. Matth. vii. 12. 

On dissenting from the majority, and referring difEiculties to eccle- 
siastical Councils — Acts xv. Gal. ii. 

Wherefore presuming that the Church have deliberately acted in 
the premises and that they will abide by the principles they have 
assumed; and considering those principles repugnant to our just rights 
as members of the Church of Christ; we have with anxious and prayer- 
ful consideration, arrived at the painful conclusion, that it is incompat- 
ible with our spiritual welfare to continue our connexion with this 
Church. In forming this decision we have not b^^enunmindful of our 
own weakness, as well as our liability to err. We have committed 
our cause to God, and in him is our trust. We feel no hostility to the 
Church, we would not withdraw from it as enemies, but as brethren of 
the same communion. We trust that the time is not far distant when 
we shall have the prayers and benedictions of this Church; and that 
we shall pray for the welfare of this Church, and feel interested in its 
real prosperity; and we will cherish the hope that brethren will, fear- 
less of man, review these matters in the light of God's word. We 
wish that whatever of hardness has been manifested on either side, 
may be forgiven and forgotten; and that we may mutually cultivate 
feelings of charity and kindness, and still be co-workers in the cause 
of our common Lord and Master. 

We ask of the Church letters of dismission and recommendation; 
that we may be organized into a Church on Congregational principles, 
or be united with some other Church or Churches, as shall be judged 
expedient by a CouiiciL 

Signed, 

WILLIAM EBBY, 
GEORGE A. ROGERS, 
GEORGE RICHARDS, 
J. WELDON. 

Providence, April 7, 1832. 

We the undersigned, members of the Richmond-street Congrega- 
tional Church, deeply deplore the distressing and heart-rending con- 
tentions, which compel us to tak^. up our connexion with this Church, 
where we have enjoyed privileges that were very dear to our hearts. 
We desire the prayers and sympathies of this Church, m our trying 
situation, and hope that ere long we shall all arrive where contentions 
do not rend the Church of Christ. 

We request letters of dismission and recommendation, in the way 
and manner as expressed by the brethren, in their request for a dis- 
mission. 

Signed, BETHIAH EDDY, 

MARY WELDON, 
LUCRETIA RICHARDS, 
SARAH W. ROGERS. 
Providence, April 7, 1832. 

other influence than that which arises from the esteem and affection in which 
they are held by the people. All personal and official authority should be 
abstained from. Their opinion should ever be stated with pre-eminent 
modesty — for if it be a wise one, its wisdom will commend itself to the judg- 
ment of the people, whose hearts are already prepared by affection and es- 
teem to yield to its influence. Whereas the wisest opinion, if delivered 
dognutticallyt will often be resisted, merely because it ii attempted to be 
imposed "-^James' Ch.Memb, Guide jp, 121. 
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On the 14th of April we received from the Pastor the follow- 
ing remarkable production: 

Tueaiay Evening, April lOth, 1832. 

At a regular monthly meeting of the Richmnnd- Street Congrega- 
tional Church, " a request was made for dismisgion from thig Church, 
hy brothers William Eddy, George A. Rogers, Greorge Richards, 
Jonathan Wetdon, and their wives. The reason assigned, was dis- 
satisfaction with the Church in its principles of Coq^egational or in- 
dependent government, and its rules of discipline.*' 

" Wherefore it was voted, that Messrs. Wiiiiam Eddy, Greorge A. 
Rogers, George Richards, Jonathan Weldon, with their wives, be dis- 
missed from this Church, to be connected with some other Congrega- 
gational Church, or to form themselves into a Church. 

According to said vote, the connection which has subsisted between 
the above mentioned individuals and the Church is dissolved. 

A copy from the records of the Church. 

THOMAS T. WATERMAN, Pastor and Clerk. 

Providence, ApHl 14, 1832." 

The following communication unequivocally expresses the 
surprise with which the foregoing document was received. 

Providencef April 22, 1832. 
Rev. T. T. Waterman, 

Sir: I have seen a paper, with your signature, purportin|p to be a certifi* 
cate from the records of ihe Church, containing the facts relative to the re- 
quest of William Eddy and others, for a dismission from the Church. Be- • 
ing one of the subscribers to that request^ and cousiderino^ your document 
very exceptionable in several respects, I have taken the liberty to call your 
attention to the subject. I ask of you such explanation*- astruth and duty 
require, having regard to the high responsibility under which you act; and 
to consequences, which, too often, result from a uertinacious adherence to 
preconceived measures, when at variance with the simple truth, .and the 
just rights of parties directly interested. 

It is with no inconsiderable regret that T observe the document referred 
to, u not correctf in point of fact. It sets forth, that *'at a regular monthly 
meeting of the Richmond-Street Congrcg^ational Church, a request was 
made for dismission from this Church, by brothers William Eddy, George 
A. Rogers, George Richards, Jonathan Weldon, and their wives. The 
reason assigned, was dissatisfaction with the Church in its principles of 
Congregational or Independent government, and its rules of discipline." 

Permit me. Sir, to ask, when and where such a reason as you have named 
was assigned, by the subscribers to that request, for asking a dismission 
from the Church? Was it contained in the paper laid before the Church? 
Was it communicated verbally, by either of the subscribers to that paper? 
I am not aware that any reasons were submitted to the Church. The pre- 
siding officer informed us, that we had no right to offer reasons, unless called 
for by the Church. It will be recollected that I made some remarks, de- 
signed to induce the Church to hear our reasons, as they were stated at 
length in the paper, then in the hands of the moderator. I stated explicitly 
that we were not dissatisfied with the covenant or the articles, I believe 
that neither of the other subscribers said aught to the contrary, but confirmed 
my statement. It was, however, decided by the moderator, that these re- 
marks were not in order — that the reasons cotUd not be heard, and they 
were not heard. 

In the concluding paragraph of the paper containing our reauest, it is 
stated as a matter in contemplation, consequent upon taking a dismission, 
** That we may be organized into a Church on Congregational "principles^ 
or be united with some other Church or Churches, as shall be judged expe- 
dient hy a CouneUy This was read to the Church; and it bemg suggested 
from the Chair, that granting the request In those terms might be consid- 
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ered an admiieion that CouruiiU are authorized bodies, and that the Rich- 
mond-St. Cong. Church is not a Congregational Church, it was decided 
that these terms must be stricken out. 

I forbear in this place to recite our reasons, as they are recorded in the 
paper containing the request. The discrepance is sufficiently palpable 
?^- without them. 

rcJi. There is still another departure from the matters of fact in the case. You 

res, have made the females, whose names are subscribed to a separate request, 
is. with a reason of a quite different nature, to speak the same language. They 
toO| it would seem from your statement, are '^ dissatisfied with the Church 
in its principles of Congregational or independent goTernmcnt, and its rules 
of discipline." I must be permitted here to quote their own words: ^<We 
the undersigned, members of the Richmond-St. Cong. Church, deeply de- 
plore the distressing and heart-rending contentions which compel us to 
take up our connection with this Church, where we have enjoyed privileges 
that were very dear to our hearts. We desire the prayers and sympathies 
of the Church in our trying situation, and hope that, ere long, we shall all 
arrive where contentions do not rend the Church of Christ. We request 
letters of dismission and recommendation, in tho way and manner as ex- 
pressed by the brethren, in their request for a dismission." It is true you 
did not read their request^ nor their names, to the Church, although twice 
requested to do it; conseauently their reason was not considered by the 
Church, liut where is tne evidence that they are ''dissatisfied with the 
Church, in its principles of Congregational or independent governmenti 
and its rules of discipline.^" Your manner of including them in your docu* 
ment, is, in my opinion, unusual and improper. It seems like an intention- 
al insult. I appeal to your own sense of propriety, if this is the kind and 
courteous treatment due from the Pastor of a Church to the sisters, of that 
Church.'' Is it in accordance with the common civilities of the Christian 
community.^ Let it be remembered that some of these nameless sisters were 
valued members of the Church of Christ when you were but a child; that 
one of them wa8 esteemed a mother in Israel, before you had existence; 
and that she has maintained that character, unstained, down to tho present 
time. 

Another exceptionable feature in your document is, that it contains no 
evidence that the individuals dismissed were in regular standing in the 
Church-— SLiid inasmuch as this fact is usually included in letters of dismis- 
sion and recommendation, it may be reasonably inferred that the omission 
was intentional. We requested letteis of dismission and recommendation^ 
and the Church made no objection to that part of the request. The motion, 
aa made and seconded, was understood to comprehend a grant of our request, 
with an erasement of the terms Congregational and Council, or such altera- 
tion in the phraseology as would obviate the objection that had been stated 
in relation to those terms. 

I ask you. Sir, as a man and a Christian, if the record you have made 
eomports with the facts in the case? I ask you if it is right, first to refuse 
us the ptivilege of submitting our reasons to the Church, and then to make 
it a matter of record that they were received, and that they were something 
quite different from what they in fact are, as will appear from the paper sub- 
scribed with our names, and left in your possession? 

^ 1 hope. Sir, you will relieve my mind on this painful subject, by a candid 
review and correction of the proceeding , and shall hope to hear from you in 
a reasonable time. With respect, your obt. servt, 

[Copy] GEO. A. ROGERS. 

No notice was taken of the above communication; and on the 
second of May, Mr. Weldon obtained an interview with the Pas- 
tor, and uttered similar complaints. Mr. Waterman, in very in- 
telligible language, said that he would furnish no other letter 
than that we had received. 

Although we could scarcely hope to obtam redress from the 
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Church, yet we thought it proper that thej should be advised of 
this singular procedure of the Pastor, and addressed to them the 
following note, and communicated a copy of the letter missive: 

[Copy.] 
To the Richmond-Street JCongregational Church. 

The undersigned, for themselves and in behalf of the brethren and sisters 
who requested letters of dismission and recommendation from your body, 
the 10th ultimo, respectfully present — 

That we were verily disappointed im receiving a certain paper from your 
Pastor and Clerk, relative to our dismission; inasmuch as it is therein set 
forth, that, according to a certain vote, the connection which has existed 
between us and your body, is dissolved. Yet it contains no recommenda- 
tion, nor any evidence whatever that wo were in regular standing in the 
Church; conscquentljr we consider said paper as a virtual excommuniccttion. 

Furthermore, in said papei it is set forth that our reasons for asking a dis- 
mission, were considered by the Church — when, in fact, It was decided by 
the moderator that wo had no right to present reasons., unless called for by 
the Church! They were not called for, and though in the hands of the 
moderator, were not submitted to the Church. Again. In said paper we 
are made to have assigned as a reason, " dissatisfaction with the Church in 
its principles of Congregational or independent government, and its rules of 
discipline— whereas it was expressly stated to the Church, when the subject 
was under consideration, that we were not dissatisfied with the covenant or 
articles of the Church. Yet again. It would seem by said paper, that tho 
Bisters subsciibed their names to the same document which the brethren 
subscribed — when, in fact, their names were aflixcd to a distinct document, 
and the reasons which they assigned were totally different from those of- 
fered by the brethren!! 

These discrepances have been respectfully submitted to your Pastor in 
detail, both in a written communication, and in a personal interview. He 
has given us no satisfaction whatever!!! 

Such being the state of the case, we deem it incumbent on us to submit 
these matters of grievance to your consideration, trusting that you will 
see the propriety of correcting those proceedings, so far at least as to restore 
us to Chrisiian privileges. We request an answer to the following question: 
AVas it, or was it not, your intention to grant our request, so far as that wo 
might avail ourselves of our Christi(|.n standing to secure those objects which 
we unequivocally stated we had in view? 

The peculiar circumstances in which we are involved by this proceeding, 
render it important to us that the subject matter of this note be attended to 
without delay. Yours, respectfully, 

(Signed) J. WELDON. 

GEO. A. ROGERS. 

ProvideneCf May 14, 1832. 

LETTER MISSIVE. 
To the Church of ChrUt in 



Rev. and Beloved — The undersigned, a committee in behalf of a 
number of individuals, who are, or have been members of the Rich- 
mond-Street Congregational Church, request your assistance and 
advice, by Pastor and Delegate, in Ecclesiastical Council, to be 
convened at the house of brother George Richards corner of Dor- 
ranee and Broad-streets, in this city, on Tuesday the 19th day of 
June ensuing, at 3 o'clock, P. M. 

I. To review the doings of the Richmond -Street Congregational 
Church, and of their Pastor, so far as their decisions affect the 
regular standing and rights of said individuals in the Church of 
Christ, and so far as these have bfecn repugnant to individual rights, 
andl to the usage of Congregational churches generally, and of the 
Richmond-Street Church in particular.* 
♦It will be seen by this article, that when the letter missive was issued, 
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11 'to advise with respect to the expediency of their being form- 
ed into a distinct Church, on Congregational principles, and gen- 
erally with respect to duty in their peculiar circumstances. 

III. To advise respecting the restoration to Church standing and 
privileges of two individuals, excommunicated from the Richmond- 
Street Church on account of Infant Baptism. 

Signed, GEORGE A. ROGERS, 
J. WELDON. 
Dated Providence, May 14, 1832. 

At a Church meeting on the evening of the 8 th of June, a copy 
of the letter missive and the foregoing note dated May 14, were 
read to the Church by the Pastor. It became a question whether 
the letter of dismission dated April 10th, was such a letter as we 
were entitled to. On this occasion the Pastor thought proper 
to introduce the paper containing our reasons for withdrawing^ 
with such remarks as suited his purpose. It will be recollected 
that on the 10th of April, when we were present, he decided that 
this paper could not he submitted to the church. We see in 
this proceedure, a proof of that facility with which Mr. W. when 
he has an object to accomplish, can turn about and pursue a 
course, which under other circumstances, he had considered in- 
admissible. A resolution was then passed, which was understood 
to contain a declaration that the aggrieved were entitled to noth* 
ing more than was contained in said letter of dismission. 

Three days afterwards a Church meeting was held, when the 
proceedings of the Church at the last mentioned meeting were 
revoked, and all other acts of the Church which respected the 
aggrieved since the 10th of April, were nullified. The proceed- 
ings of the Church on this occasion resulted in the following: 

Providence^ June 11, 1832. 
To Messrs. J. Weldon and G. A. Rogers, 

Brethren — Yours addressed to the Church, in behalf of yourselves, 
and others, who received a vote of dismission from us on the 10th 
of April last, has been presented to the Church. 

According to your request the Church has reconsidered the vote 
of dismission as then passpd, and have resolved the following. 

Whereas brethren Wm. Eddy, G. A. Rogers, George Richards and 
Jonathan Weldon have signified, in a written communication to the 

a review of the doings of the Church and the Pastor, was contemplated. A 
prominent object of the inquiry was the offensive document signed by Mr. 
Waterman and certified as a copy from the records of the Church, dated 
April 14, 1832. But as the Church, prior to the assembling of the Council, 
passed a resolve that the aggrieved members should have a letter of dis- 
mission and recommendation, and said letter was considered by the Coun- 
cil as sufficient evidence that wo were in regular standing, it was deenMd 
inexpedient to urge a further inquiry into the doings of the Church. We 
cannot forbear in this placip to ask the particular attention of the reader to 
the following documents: Our request for dismission, dated April 7— the 
letter of dismission, April lO—letier to Mr. W.— account of meetings of the 
Church, 8th and 11th of June— Letter of dismission and lecommendalion 
June lUh. 
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Church, their dissent from the independency of the Church, as ex- 
pressed in our rules of discipline, and have deemed the course of 
discipline pursued by this Church, in support of its covenant obli- 
gations as unscriptural ; and whereas they have after <' anxious and 
prayerful consideration arrived at the painful conclusion that it is 
incompatible with their spintual welfare'' to continue their connec- 
tion with this Church, and have proposed to withdraw irom us : 
And whereas they give assurance that they feel no hostility to us, 
and shall desire our prosperity: Thereiore resolved, that brethren 
William Eddy, George A. Rogers, George Richards and Jonathan 
Weldon, with their wives, according to request, be dismissed and rec- 
ommended as in regular standing with this Church, to be connected 
with some other Congregational Church, or to be formed into a 
Church; and that when thus connected with or formed into a Church, 
their relation to us shall be dissolved. 
In tehall of and by vote of the Richmond* Street Cong. Church. 
THOMAS T. WATERMAN, Paaior and Clerk, 

As Mr. Pabodie was the accuser of both the excommuni- 
cates^ it was deemed important that he should inform the Coun- 
cil what he knew of their guilt. He was therefore served with a 
notice to that effect, of which the following is a copy: 

Brother Albert Pabodie — Whereas you preferred, to the Richmond- 
Street Church, certain charges against Mr. Samuel Billings and Mr. 
Joseph Yates, which resulted in their excommunication from said 
Church: You are requested to be present at the sitting of the Eccle- 
siastical Council, that is to be holden in this city the present week, as 
a witness; to inform that body what you know in relation to those mat- 
ters. In behalf of those who invited the Council. 

GEORGE A. ROGERS, Committee. 

Providence, June 18, 1832. 

Mr. Pabodie did not appear. 

Written requests were delivered to other members of the 
Church to attend as witnesses before the Council. Two did at- 
tend and testify to the facts of the case. 

That the whole ground upon which this solemn breach of Covenant was 
predicated may be seen, we here publish the Covenant of the Richmond- 
street Church, and the article on baptism. 

You do now, in the presence of the heart-searching God, and before an- 
gols and men, choose the Lord Jehovah, for your God and portion, and you 
heartily receive the Lord Jesus Christ for your Redeemer and Savior, and 
the Holy Spirit for your Teacher and Sanctifier. You do wholly renounce 
the service of Satan ; and you promise to yield persevering obedience to all 
the divine commandments. You engage"^ to receive in love the pure doc- 
trines of the gospel, as they are tauglit in the holy scriptures; and you 
promise to contend earnestly for the faith which was once delivered unto 
the saints. 

You do submit yourself to the government of Christ in his Church, and 
to the regular administration of his government in this Church. You 
do covenant to attend the worship of God and the ordinances of the gos- 
pel with this Church, so long as you are a member of it, and God continues 
you in this place.' And you promise to be accountable to this Church as 
Jong as you live, unless your relation to it be regularly dissolved. 

We do now receive you into our communion, and we covenant to watch 
over you, and to promote your spiritual edification with all fidelity and 
tenderness ; treating you in truth and love as a member of the body of the 
Lord Jesus Christ, who is head over all things to the Church, which is his 
body, the fulness of him that filleth all in all. Am£N. 

15. Adult believers who have not been baptized, and the children of pro- 
fessing believers, are the proper subjects of baptism. 
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ECCLESIASTICAL COUNCIL. 



An Ecclesiastical Council convened at the house of Mr.George 
Richards, in Providence, on the 19th day of June, 1832, by let- 
ters missive from certain members of the Richmond-Street Con- 
gregational Church, to deliberate and advise concerning certain 
subjects specified in said letters missive, was organized by 
choosing Rev. Dr. Beecher Moderator, Rev. Asa T. Hopkins 
Scribe, and Rev. James O. Barney Assistant Scribe. 

Prayer was offered by the Moderator. 

The foUowiug Churches were found to be represented in 
Council. 

Bowdoin-Street Church, Boston, Rev. Lyman Beecher, Pastor. 
Original Church, Wrentham, Mass. Rev. Elisha Fiskj Pastor, 

Dea. Benj. Shepherd, Delegate. 
Ist Church in Charlestown, Mass. Rev. Warren Fay, Pastor. 

Dea. Isaac Warren, Del. 
Church of Christ in Rehoboth, Mass. Rev. Thomas Vernon, Pastor, 

Br. Eleazer A. Brown, Del. 
Church of Christ in Seekonk, Mass. Rev. J. O. Barney, Pastor, 

Dea. Peter U. Wheaton and 

Dea. WiUiam Ellis, Del. 
Church of Christ in Ashford, Con. Rev. Reuben Torrey, Pastor. 
Ist Church in Weathersfield, Con. Rev. Joseph Emmerson, Del. 
Church of Christ in Pawtucket, Mas. Rev. A. T. Hopkins, Pastor, 

Br. J. C. Starkweather, Del. 

The individuals at whose instance the Council were conven- 
ed, requested that the Rev. John Ferguson might be allowed to 
assist them in conducting their business before Council. Their 
request was granted. 

After a minute and full inquiry with respect to the manner in 
which this Council is convened, it was unanimously 

Resolved, That this Council is an Ex-Parte* Council, regu- 
larly convened, according to ecclesiastical usage. 

The following votes were then unanimously adopted. 

* ^'All persons under discipline have the power of compelling a respect 
for their rights; and the churches proceed, both in their treatment of minia- 
Urs and of the brethren, with the full knowledge that thoir doings Are liable 
to be reconsidered and annulled by a mutual council; and in case that be 
refused, by an ex-parte one. As the object, therefore, is to maintain every 
person in his just rights, and as it 'does not readily appear in what other way 
It can be secured; the necessity of the power of assembhns ez-parte coun- 
cils corresponds to the greatness and urgency of the end had in view."-^ 
Uatio Diecip lime. 
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1. That ia the opinion of this Council, it it highly desirable 
that they be authorized to act as a Mutual Council, provided 
the parties can be agreed. 

2. That the Rev. Dr. Fay, and Rev. Messrs. Fisk and Em- 
merson be a committee to communicate the above vote to the 
Pastor of Richmond-street Church; and, in case this opinion of 
Council be not adopted and conformed to, to request any inform- 
ation on the subject before us, which he or the Church may 
be disposed to communicate. 

Adjourned till half past 6 o'clock. 

Tuesday Evening, 

Met according to adjournment. The committee appointed 
to confer with the Pastor of the Richmond-street Church 
reported: — ^That the Church were prevented, by a vote, 
taken previously to the convention of this Council, from appear- 
ing here as a party ; and with respect to giving information to 
the Council, the Pastor engaged to consult the committee of the 
Church. 

At the earnest request of the committee of Council, Rev. Mr. 
Waterman appeared and read a summary of the doings of the 
Church in the case of the aggrieved brethren. 

A very particular written statement of the origin and progress 
of the difficulties in the Richmond-street Congregational Church 
and of the manner in which they have been disposed of was 
then presented by the aggrieved brethren of said Church. 

Adjourned, to meet in this place at 8 o'clock to-morrow morn- 
ing. 

Wednesday Morning, 

Council convened pursuant to adjournment. On motion, ad- 
journed to the City Hotel. 

Morning session was opened with prayer by Moderator. 

The aggrieved brethren of Richmond-St. Church having been 
heard in testimony and argument upon their case to their satis- 
faction, the Council adjourned, to meet at 2 o'clock, P. M. • 

Wednesday Afternoon. 

Met according to adjournment. Rev. Drs. Beecher and Fay, 
and Rev. Messrs. Fisk and Hopkins, were appointed a Commit- 
tee to drafl and report a result of Council. 

Adjourned to 8 o'clock, P. M. 

Convened pursuant to adjournment. The Committee ap- 
pointed to drafl a result of Council, submitted the following 

REPORT. 

This Council, having given to the topics submitted by Geo. 
A. Rogers and others, aggrieved members of Richmond-Street 
Church, that attention which their intrinsic importance and 
practical bearing on the cause of Christ demands, present the 
following as the result of their deliberations. 

It is the opinion of this Council that the Baptism of Infants is 
an ordinance of the Gospel, and a symbol of the Covenant of 
Grace, by which the Church and the parents ^re reminded of, 
and renew their covenant obligations to train up their children 
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in the nurture and admonition of the Lord — and that in proper'* 
' tion as this ordinance has been understood, and its obligations 
have been fulfilled, the blessing of God in the early and extensive 
conversion of the children of the Church, has been signally man- 
ifest: and at no period has the fact stood out more prominently 
for the confirmation of our faith and practice in this ordinance, 
than at the present day. In this view of the subject, the Coun- 
cil would deprecate the doing of any thing, themselves, which 
should diminish the sacredness and importance of the ordinance, 
or the passing of any resolution, by any Church, to dispense 
with Infant Baptism at the discretion of applicants for admission, 
or of members in regular standing, as being uncalled for, incon- 
sistent with our professed belief, and calculated to diminish the 
high estimation in which this great ordinance ought to stand. 

But as credible evidence of piety is the essential qualification 
for membership, and as there may be occasionally an individual 
of undoubted piety who may desire to be in our communion, but 
who does not see the evidence of our views, we do consider that 
a conscientious difference in respect to the subjects and mode of 
baptism, should not be a bar to membership, provided the indi- 
vidual engages that he will make no efforts to subvert the faith 
or existing order of the Church: and should a Church think it 
expedient to exercise charity and forbearance in such a case, it 
should not be considered as walking disorderly. But, as there 
may be Churches which cannot conscientiously do this, we are 
of opinion, that no general rule can be established which will su- 
percede the discretion of each Church to judge for itself. 

In view of these principles, as thus stated, this Council are of 
opinion, that Messrs. Samuel Billings and Joseph Yates are not 
disqualified, by their views with respect to Infant Baptism, from 
membership in any Congregational Church that can receive 
members not believing in this ordinance. And the Council see 
no evidence that these individuals supposed themselves to be in 
covenant to practice Infant Baptism, and consequently cannot 
regard them as guilty of breach of covenant, in not dedicating 
their children in baptism. And with all the light the Council 
have been able to obtain, they are led to think it their duty to 
recommend Messrs. Bilhngs and Yates, and do accordingly 
recommend them to membership in any Evangelical Congrega- 
tional Church, which shall gain credible evidence of their piety, 
and of their determination not to interfere in any case with the 
faith and practice of said Church, in regard to the ordinance of 
baptism. 

In respect to the case of Messrs. William Eddy, George A. 
Rogers, George Richards and Jonathan Weldon, and their wives, 
the Council are of opinion, that, ^notwithstanding the preamble 
to their dismission from the Richmond-Street Church, they are 
regularly dismissed and recommended to any Evangelical Con- 
gregational Church; and we recommend that they speedily re- 
move their relation to some other Church. 

In respect to the organization of a new Church, the Council 
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are of opinion, that the time will come when the*fonnaiion of a 
new Church will be eminently desirable; but that the present is 
an inauspicious time, which would be likely to create and per- 
petuate great evils, and prevent much of the good which a Church 
formed in favorable circumstances might produce. 

In view of all that has come before this Council, they would 
earnestly exhort those who consider themselves aggrieved with 
the proceedings of the Richmond-Street Churchi to institute a 
rigid scrutiny upon their conduct,— to humble themselves before 
God, wherein they have done wrong, — to seek, by fervent 
prayer, divine guidance with respect to their future course, — ^to 
cultivate a spirit of kindness and Christian affection towards 
those with whom they are now or have been in covenant, and to 
let their light shine before others, and thus glonfy their Father 
in Heaven. 

The above Report was accepted and unanimously adopted^ 

Adjourned till 8 o'clock to-morrow morning. 

Thursday Morning. i 

Council met according to adjournment. Prayer was offered 
by Rev. Dr. Fay. 

The proceedings and results of the Council were read in the 
presence of the brethren, by whose call they were cc; voVed. 

Prayer was o&red by the Moderator, and the Council v^as 
dissolved. LYMAN BEECHER, Moderator. 

A. T. Hopkins, Scribe. 

Providence^ June 22, 1832. 

I certify that the above is a true copy of the Minutes of the 
Council. A. T. HOPKINS, Scribe. 

Pawtueketf June 23, 1832. 



